
CULTURAL RESOURCES

To evaluate potential conflicts between the proposed project and cultural resources, Peak &
Associates, Inc., conducted an Information Center Record Search for the project vicinity to identify
recorded resources in the area and contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
and individuals identified by the NAHC to identify Native American concerns regarding the project. 
This research was supervised by Melinda A. Peak assisted by Robert A. Gerry.

CULTURAL SETTING

Prehistory

The project area is at the edge of the Central Valley cultural area near the transition to the foothills
of the Sierra Nevada.  The archeological sequences defined for the Central Valley are relevant to this
area, although the material culture may be simplified in comparison with the major sites along the
Sacramento River and tributaries.  Some influence from the montane cultures has been identified at
nearby sites in similar settings (c.f. Chavez 1983), but the general pattern of cultural succession
reflects the Central Valley sequence.

The Central Valley region was among the first in the state to attract intensive fieldwork, and research
has continued to the present day.  This has resulted in a substantial accumulation of data.  In the early
decades of the 1900s, E.J. Dawson explored numerous sites near Stockton and Lodi, later
collaborating with W.E. Schenck (Schenck and Dawson 1929).  By 1933, the focus of work was
directed to the Cosumnes locality, where survey and excavation were conducted by the Sacramento
Junior College (Lillard and Purves 1936).  Excavation data, in particular from the stratified
Windmiller site (CA-Sac-107), suggested two temporally distinct cultural traditions. Later work at
other mounds by Sacramento Junior College and the University of California, Berkeley, enabled the
investigators to identify a third cultural tradition, intermediate between the previously postulated
Early and Late Horizons.  The three-horizon sequence, based on discrete changes in ornamental
artifacts and mortuary practices, as well as on observed differences in soils within sites (Lillard,
Heizer and Fenenga 1939), was later refined by Beardsley (1954).  An expanded definition of
artifacts diagnostic of each time period was developed, and its application extended to parts of the
central California coast.  Traits held in common allow the application of this system within certain
limits of time and space to other areas of prehistoric central California.

The Windmiller Culture (Early Horizon) is characterized by ventrally-extended burials (some dorsal
extensions are known), with westerly orientation of heads; a high percentage of burials with grave
goods; frequent presence of red ocher in graves; large projectile points, of which 60 percent are of
materials other than obsidian; rectangular Haliotis beads; Olivella shell beads (types A1a and L); rare
use of bone; some use of baked clay objects; and well-fashioned charmstones, usually perforated.

The Cosumnes Culture (Middle Horizon) displays considerable changes from the preceding cultural
expression.  The burial mode is predominately flexed, with variable cardinal orientation and some
cremations present.  There is a lower percentage of burials with grave goods, and ocher staining is
common in graves.  Olivella beads of types C1, F and G predominate, and there is abundant use of
green Haliotis sp. rather than red Haliotis sp.  Other characteristic artifacts include perforated and
canid teeth; asymmetrical and "fishtail" charmstones, usually unperforated; cobble mortars and
evidence of wooden mortars; extensive sue of bone for tools and ornaments; large projectile points,
with considerable use of rock other than obsidian; and use of baked clay.



Hotchkiss Culture (Late Horizon) -- The burial pattern retains the use of the flexed mode, and there
is wide spread evidence of cremation, lesser use of red ocher, heavy sue of baked clay, Olivella beads
of Types E and M, extensive use of Haliotis ornaments of many elaborate shapes and forms, shaped
mortars and cylindrical pestles, bird-bone tubes with elaborate geometric designs, clam shell disc
beads, small projectile points indicative of the introduction of the bow and arrow, flanged tubular
pipes of steatite and schist, and use of magnesite.  (The above adapted from Moratto 1984:181-183). 
The characteristics noted are not all-inclusive, but cover the more important traits.

The general chronology associated with this cultural succession has been revised on several
occasions and there is regional variation as well.  An extensive re-examination by Ragir (1972) made
use of the large number of radiocarbon dates available by that time.  The beginning of Windmiller
(at least the mature expression--there is evidence of earlier beginnings) was dated at about 2000
B.C., much later than estimates by most earlier investigators.  Ragir also found a considerable
overlap between Windmiller and Cosumnes.  In different geographic areas, these cultures appear to
have coexisted for about a thousand years.  The transition to Hotchkiss is much more clearly marked,
coinciding with the introduction of the bow and arrow at about A.D. 500, but even so, there is
persistence of the earlier culture for another 500 years or so in some localities.

The problems of dealing with this complex chronological and geographic situation have led to
revisions in the Central California Taxonomic System (the Early, Middle and Late Horizon system)
in order to provide a more flexible system.  The above trait lists would now be considered
characteristic of the Windmiller, Berkeley and Augustine Patterns, respectively, in the Cosumnes
District.  The concept of pattern, a general adaptive pattern that may be found over a large area and
is independent of chronology, allows discussion of these trait associations without implying a linear
progression or specific time span.

Ethnology

The Nisenan, or Southern Maidu, occupied the upper drainages and the adjacent ridges of the Yuba,
the north, middle, and south forks of the American, and at least the upper north side of the Cosumnes
River.  The eastern limit of the territory is conventionally believed to extend to the crest of the Sierra. 
As well, the Nisenan in the valley proper occupied some area west of the lower reaches of the
Feather River (Wilson and Towne 1978).

The Nisenan linguistically are grouped with the Northern Maidu and Konkow within the Penutian
family (Riddell 1978:387).  Kroeber distinguished three dialects within the larger territory occupied
by the Nisenan, but Riddell indicated more distinctions are possible.  Wilson and Towne (1978)
distinguished several "centers" presumably linguistic and social groupings.

The Nisenan were socially integrated at the village or community group level (Wilson and Towne
1978), with the group participating in the decision-making process.  The villages would range in size
from 15 to 25 people to, at least in the Valley Nisenan, villages over 500 people (Kroeber 1925:821). 
A very large settlement consisted of a major village and associated smaller camps, whether general
or specialized in nature.  A headman, respected by all, residing in the major village had the authority
to call upon the smaller associated groups in times of need, although the smaller groups did not have
to always obey.

The villages for the Hill Nisenan were located on ridges and flats along the major streams and rivers
within their territory.  The satellite encampments and villages were probably located on the smaller
water courses surrounding or nearby the major village.

The Nisenan, as with other Sierran groups, moved into the higher elevations during the hot summer
months.  The main activity was the collecting of pine nuts and numerous other species of nuts, roots,



and berries.  This was done primarily by women and children.  The foraging groups in a locale could
range from small, extended family groups, composed of a woman, her immediate female kin, and
their adolescent children to whole villages (Wilson and Towne 1978:389).  The men spent most of
their time hunting or fishing for a wide variety of fish and animals.  Hunting was noted as often
involving communal drives, with the best archers of the village posted to do the killing (Wilson and
Towne 1978:389).  Individual hunters made extensive use of decoys and imitative sounds.

Most Nisenan never left the territory used by their own village group.  However, there were, in most
large villages, at least some individuals who engaged in rather extensive trade with several valley
groups as well as Sierra groups, such as the Washoe.  The Hill Nisenan probably acquired obsidian
and basketry from the east, in exchange for acorns from the Washoe but it is presently unclear
whether they were visited by the Washoe or they visited the Washoe or both.  Presumably, the
exchange network functioned in the summer and fall.

History

The name Loomis was not used until the designation was applied to the Southern Pacific station in
1884.  Previously, the place names of the area referred to small mining communities working the
gravels near Secret Ravine.  These communities included Placer, an area near Auburn that had a post
office from October 1861 through January 1862.  In 1862 the post office was moved to another town,
Smithville (previously Pine Grove), in Secret Ravine, approximately six miles southwest of
Newcastle (Gudde 1975: 268-325).

When the Smithville post office closed in 1869, the Postal Service reopened it in Pino, an old mining
camp that formed in Secret Ravine in 1850.  In 1884 the Postal Service and the railroad changed the
town's name to Loomis, after Jim Loomis, the local railroad agent, apparently because the name
"Pino" was often confused with Reno (Gudde 1969:182; Frickstad 1955:121).

As gold mining spread throughout the region, mining districts formed.  One such district was the
Rocklin District, a placer-mining district in Southwestern Placer County two miles east of Rocklin
and two miles south of Loomis (Clark 1970).  This district was not unusually active in the main
mining era of California, but like many other mining areas saw a resurgence of small scale mining
during and, to a lesser extent, after the Depression.

Although gold mining and quarrying remained important industries in Placer County, the value of
the land for cultivation was recognized very early.  An orchard was planted at Illinoistown as early
as 1850.  A variety of grains were experimented with in the valley -- including wheat, barley, oats,
and hay.  A number of vineyards were planted in both the valley and foothills.  Orchards were
extremely successful in the foothills, and the Central Pacific Railroad provided a much wider market
in the east for California's agricultural products.  A wide variety of fruits were raised -- including
citrus, apples, peaches, pears, plums, cherries, olives, almonds, and walnuts (Thompson and West
1882:24-248; Lardner and Brock 1924:228-237).

In the project area, a patent was issued by U.S. Land Office on May 5, 1884 to Albert G. Bradshaw
(Certificate No.1833). County assessor's records show Bradshaw proving up on land beginning in
l882.  There is no mention of Bradshaw or his farm in local or  regional histories.

INFORMATION CENTER RECORD SEARCH

A record search was conducted for the project area in January of 2015 by the North Central
Information Center of the California Historical resources Information System.  The record search



covered the area of all the alternatives then under consideration plus a 1/8 mile buffer zone around
them.  As a result, the record search covered much more land than would be affected by the preferred
alternative.

Seven resources were identified by the Information as being in or near the project.  Two of these are
large, and partly overlapping, resources that occupy all of the project area north of Brace Road.

P-31-0123 (CA-PLA-807H) consists of the remains of the Bradshaw farm, as mentioned above, with 
concrete foundations, a cellar and down or nearly down sheds.

P-31-0126 (CA-PLA-810/H) is recorded in two discontiguous loci that occupy much of the project
area between Brace Road and the northern project boundary.  It includes the remains of a placer
mining operation (sluicing) with associated badly eroded features.  Most of the site features are
located nearer to Secret Ravine than the area that will be affected by the preferred alternative.  Three
prehistoric bedrock milling stations are also incorporated into this site.

South of the above sites, the project alignment follows built roadways, Brace Road and Dias Lane,
to the southern boundary of the project area.  Although there have been several surveys in the
vicinity, Only a small section of the preferred alternative along Dias Lane has been surveyed.  The
sites recorded nearby include P-31-0179 (CA-PLA-53), a bedrock milling feature east of Secret
Ravine, and four resources near each other south of the project area.  Two of these relate to more
placer mining in the area and the other two are bedrock milling stations.

All of the current project area north of Brace Road was surveyed by Windmiller in 1995 and re-
surveyed by Vallaire and Windmiller (with updates of the site records) in 2014.  The one section of
Dias Lane that was examined was part of a larger project surveyed by Wadsworth in 2006.

Native American Communication

Peak & Associates contacted the NAHC in December of 2014 to determine if any resources recorded
in their sacred lands file were located near the project area.  Their reply of December 19, 2014
indicated that no such resources were known in the area.  The NAHC included a list of
knowledgeable individuals who could be contacted for further information on Native American
concerns.  Letters were written to the following individuals requesting any information they might
care to contribute regarding the project.  A map was included which, like the request to the
Information Center, covered a larger area than the current project area. 

Organization Individual
[individual] Rose Enos
United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria Gene Whitehouse

Marcos Guerrero
Jason Camp

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians Nicholas Fonseca
Daniel Fonseca
Hermo Olanio

[individual] April Wallace Moore
T'si-Akim Maidu Eileen Moon

Grayson Coney
Don Ryburg

Colfax-Todds Valley Consolidated Tribe Pamela Cubbler 
Judith Marks 



Letter replies were received from Shingle Springs (Daniel Fonseca) and United Auburn (Gene
Whitehouse).  Both groups were unaware of specific resources in the area but did claim it as
ancestral territory and asked to remain a consulting party to all further operations or decision making
that could affect Native American resources.  T’si-Akim Maidu (Grayson Coney) replied by
telephone  that once he had been shown a very large site near the southern end of the project area that
had numerous artifacts on the surface.  This would likely be nearer Secret Ravine than the preferred
alternative is in this area or, possibly, in the Croftwood area south of the current project.  He too
requested continuing consultation regarding the project.

Evaluations of Significance

Both of the sites that could be impacted by the proposed project were evaluated by Ric Windmiller
(M.A., RPA) and found not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.

P-31-0123, the Bradshaw place, is associated with the fruit business in western Placer County, which
is a significant economic activity, but Bradshaw is an almost unknown individual in this business. 
The deteriorated state of the site detracts from potential significance and artifacts observed at the site
did not appear to provide any likelihood of illuminating the history of the site.

P-31-0126, the placer mining remains plus bedrock mortars is related to gold mining and, therefore,
satisfies one criterion for inclusion on the register.  In addition, it includes evidence of sluicing for
placer gold and could satisfy another criterion in displaying the characteristics of a technology. 
However, it has been very heavily impacted by recent housing construction and has suffered severe
erosion over the years.  Windmiller felt that it did not retain sufficient integrity of design, setting and
workmanship to satisfy the requirements for National Register eligibility.

We see no reason to dispute these findings. 

Recommendations

There are no known significant cultural resources that will be impacted by the project.  The record
search and Native American communication both indicate that this is a sensitive region for cultural
resources, both historic and prehistoric.  Recommended mitigation measures are, therefore
preventative.

CR-1  Before any construction takes place the South Placer Municipal Utility District should initiate
consultation with the three Native American groups that have expressed a concern with the project. 
Ideally, one group could be identified as most likely descendants and further consultation would
continue with that group to insure that Native American concerns are mitigated.

CR-2  When construction plans are complete, areas identified for staging area, equipment storage,
spoils disposal and any other off-site impacts should be examined by a qualified
archeologist/historian to identify any cultural resources that might be present.

CR-3  Trenching along Brace Road and Dias Lane should be monitored by a qualified
archeologist/historian.  These areas have not been surveyed and there is the potential for subsurface
resources.  The monitor should have the authority to halt trenching, if necessary, in order to evaluate
any finds.  Trenching could continue in other areas.  Further actions would depend on whether or not
the resource appears significant.

CR-4  Should artifacts, exotic rock (particularly obsidian), or concentrations of bone or shell be
uncovered during any construction activities, an archeologist should be consulted for on-the-spot



evaluation.  If the bone appears to be human, the Placer County Coroner must be contacted.  If the
coroner determines that the bone is most likely Native American in origin, he will contact the Native
American Heritage Commission to identify most likely descendants for consultation regarding
further treatment of the remains (if this has not already been accomplished..
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Information Center Results
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APPENDIX 2

Native American Communication



PEAK & ASSOCIATES, INC.
CONSULTING ARCHEOLOGY

30 Years: 1975-2005

December 11, 2014

Ms. Debbie Pilas-Treadway
Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mall, Room 288
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Treadway:

Peak & Associates, Inc. has contracted with Hauge Brueck Associates to perform a cultural resources
assessment for the proposed Loomis Diversion Pipeline Alternates in Placer County.  The project
involves several different alignments for a proposed pipeline between Secret Ravine and I80 south
of Loomis.  The project area lies in T11N, R7E, Sections 15 and 16 and is mapped on the Elk Grove
7.5' USGS quadrangle, which is the base for the attached map.

Because of federal grant funding, the project is a federal undertaking.  In accordance with the
Secretary of the Interior's Guidelines for implementing Section 106, we are requesting a list of
appropriate Native American contacts for the project area.  We also request a check of the Sacred
Lands Inventory for any potential conflicts.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Gerry, Consulting Archeologist
Peak & Associates, Inc.
3941 Park Drive, Suite 20-329
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762
(916)283-5238
FAX: (916)283-5239
peakinc@surewest.net

//RG
Encl.

O  3941 Park Drive, Suite 20, #329, El Dorado Hills, CA 95762/Phone: (916)939-2405/Fax: 283-5239/email: peakinc@ sbcglobal.net

G  3161 Godman Avenue, Suite A, Chico, CA 95973/Phone: (530)342-2800/Fax: 342-0273/email: peakinc@ yahoo.com
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Telephone Communication 
1/5/2015

Grayson Coney
T’si Akim Maidu

He says that the T’si Akim are close to gaining federal recognition, therefore, they are getting
more active in monitoring construction projects in their traditional area.

He was shown, a few years ago, a very large site somewhere near the southern end of the area
shown on our map.  There were a large number of lithic artifacts on the surface.  He considers the
general area of Secret Ravine to be very sensitive for sites of heritage importance to him and his
people and, therefore, wishes to be consulted regarding future stages of this project.
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